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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The drawings filed on 7-10-2008 are acceptable. 

2. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 53 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

The use of a trademark in a claim is improper. The same must be replaced with a 
generic term instead. Clarification and correction are required. 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 
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5. Claims 39-5 1 and 54-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Young (US 5,585,027). 

Young shows a platter 160 for use in an oven, the platter 160 comprising one or more 
apertures 167, etc. at substantially the edge of the platter, said one or more apertures passing 
through the thickness of the platter (see Figure 19, col. 8, lines 46-52). In regard to claim 40, the 
central region 10 is devoid of apertures. In regard to claim 42, the raised portions 165 are the 
claimed vertically extending members forming ridges as claimed in claim 43. In regard to claims 
44 and 45, Young also shows the use of parallel ridges 62, 67 extending the width of the platter 
as shown in Figures 6 and 7. In regard to claim 47, the sidewall 164 is the claimed raised edge 
member. In regard to claims 49 and 50, the lip 166 can be used as "means for attaching a 
handle" as claimed in claim 49 or as "a handle" as claimed in claim 50. In regard to claim 51, 
see col. 4, lines 17-39 and col. 6, lines 10-14. In regard to claim 54, it can also be used in any 
microwave ovens including a forced air/microwave combination oven as the limitation is a mere 
intended use. In regard to claims 55 and 56, Young also shows "a platter having a first major 
surface and a second major surface, the surface area of the first major surface being greater than 
that of the second major surface so as to concentrate heat flux from the first major surface to the 
second major surface in use" as claimed as it shows the use of ridges 62 (Figure 5), 67 (Figure 
7), 152 (Figure 17) and 165 (Figure 19) on the top surface and the bottom surface is 
substantially flat as claimed in claim 56. 
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6. Claims 39-41, 49-51, 54, 57 and 58 are further rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Aronsson et al (US 6,476,368 B2). 

Aronsson shows a platter for use in an oven, the platter 1 comprising one or more 
apertures 10 at substantially the edge of the platter, said one or more apertures passing through 
the thickness of the platter (see Figures 1-5 and col. 8, line 29 - col. 9, line 53). In regard to 
claim 40, the central region 12 can also be considered as "substantially devoid of apertures" 
although it shows slits 13 because majority area of the central region is free of apertures. It is 
noted that the term "substantially" is highly relative. In regard to claims 49 and 50, the edge of 
the food support 1 can be used as "means for attaching a handle" as claimed in claim 49 or as "a 
handle" as claimed in claim 50. In regard to claim 51, see col. 9, lines 11-13. In regard to claim 
54, it can also be used in any microwave ovens including a forced air/microwave combination 
oven as the limitation is a mere intended use. 

7. Claims 39-43, 46-5 1, 54, 57 and 58 are further rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Pedersen (US 6,627,862 Bl). 

Pederson shows a platter 2 for use in an oven, the platter 2 comprising one or more 
apertures 8, 12, 14, etc. at substantially the edge of the platter, said one or more apertures passing 
through the thickness of the platter (see Figures 1-1 1 and col. 3, line 20 - col. 4, line 53). In 
regard to claim 40, the central region 10 is devoid of apertures. In regard to claim 42, the 
embossed radial lines 53 are the claimed vertically extending members forming ridges as 
claimed in claim 43 (see Figure 9). In regard to claim 47, the sidewall 6 is the claimed raised 
edge member. In regard to claims 49 and 50, the edge 36 of the food support 2 (see Figure 6) 
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can be used as "means for attaching a handle" as claimed in claim 49 or as "a handle" as claimed 
in claim 50. In regard to claim 5 1 , see col. 3, lines 20-27. In regard to claim 54, it can also be 
used in any microwave ovens including a forced air/microwave combination oven as the 
limitation is a mere intended use. 

8. Claims 55 and 56 are further rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Stenkamp et al (US 5,310,977). 

Stenkamp shows "a platter having a first major surface and a second major surface, the 
surface area of the first major surface being greater than that of the second major surface so as to 
concentrate heat flux from the first major surface to the second major surface in use" as claimed 
as it shows the use of ridges (projections 630) on the top surface and the bottom surface is 
substantially flat as claimed in claim 56 (see Figure 6 and col. 7, liens 61-68). 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identic. disclosed or described as set forth in section 1(12 of 
this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 
as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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10. Claims 52 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over Young 
(US 5,585,027) or Aronsson et al (US 6,476,368 B2) or Pedersen (US 6,627,862 Bl). 

As set forth above, anyone of Young, Aronsson and Pedersen shows every feature except 
for the exact material of the polymer material of the food support. However, the use of any well 
known polymer material would be a matter of engineering expediency depending on the type of 
overall heating requirements obvious to an ordinary skill in the art. 



1 1 . Rimback (US 5,735,260) is further cited to show similar claimed features. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Philip H. Leung whose telephone number is (571) 272-4782. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tu Hoang can be reached on (571)-272-4780. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Philip H Leung/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3742 



P.Leung/pl 
9-27-2008 
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